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INT-SOFT STRUCTURES APPLIED TO ORDERED
SEMIHYPERGROUPS
BIJAN DAVVAZ - ASGHAR KHAN - MUHAMMAD FAROOQ
Molodtsov introduced the theory of soft sets, which can be seen as a
new mathematical approach to vagueness. The main goal of this paper is
to introduce and study some classes of ordered semihypergroups and to
investigate some interesting characterizations theorems of these classes in
terms of int-soft hyperideals. In this respect, we characterize weakly regu-
lar ordered semihypergroups for example (see Theorems 3.4, 3.5 and 3.7)
intra-regular and left weakly-regular ordered semihypergroups (see The-
orems 4.2 and 4.4) and semisimple ordered semihypergroups (see Theo-
rems 5.5 and 5.7) in terms of int-soft hyperideals. In this regard, we study
semisimple ordered semihypergroups and characterize it in terms of int-
soft hyperideals. We also characterize intra-regular and weakly-regular
ordered semihypergroups in terms of int-soft hyperideals.
1. Introduction
The theory of hyperstructures was introduced by Marty in 1934 during the 8th
Congress of the Scandinavian Mathematicians [8]. Marty introduced hyper-
groups as a generalization of groups. He published some papers on hypergroups,
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using them in different contexts as algebraic functions, rational fractions, non
commutative groups. In the following decades and nowadays, a number of dif-
ferent hyperstructures are widely studied from the theoretical point of view and
for their applications to many subjects of pure and applied mathematics by many
mathematicians. In [15] Corsini and Leoreanu-Fotea collected numerous ap-
plications of algebraic hyperstructures such as: geometry, hypergraphs, binary
relations, lattices, fuzzy sets and rough sets, automata, cryptography, codes,
median algebras, relation algebras, artificial intelligence, and probabilities. Es-
pecially, semihypergroups are the simplest algebraic hyperstructures which pos-
sess the properties of closure and associativity. Nowadays many scholars have
studied different aspects of semihypergroups. The concept of ordering hyper-
groups investigated by Chvalina [22], as a special class of hypergroups and
studied by him and many others. Heidari and Davvaz [16], applied the theory
of hyperstructures to ordered semigroups and introduced the concepts of or-
dered semihypergroups, which is a generalization of ordered semigroups. Hei-
dari and Davvaz, also studied hyperideals of ordered semihypergroups in [16].
Changphas and Davvaz introduced the concepts of bi-hyperideals and quasi-
hyperideals in ordered semihypergroups [20]. Pibaljommee et al. [17] intro-
duced the notions of fuzzy hyperideals, fuzzy bi-hyperideals and fuzzy quasi-
hyperideals of ordered semihypergroups. Tipachot and Pibaljommee in [18],
and Tang et al. in [19], studied the notion of fuzzy interior hyperideals in or-
dered semihypergroups. Tang et al. [21], introduced the notions of hyperfilters
and fuzzy hyperfilters of ordered semihypergroups.
Problems in many fields involve data that contain uncertainties. Uncertain-
ties may be dealt with using a wide range of existing theories such as theory of
probability, fuzzy set theory [25], intuitionistic fuzzy set [23], vague set [24],
theory of interval mathematics [26], rough set theory [27], etc. All of these the-
ories have their own difficulties which are pointed out in [6]. To overcome these
difficulties, Molodtsov [6], introduced the concept of soft set as a new mathe-
matical tool for dealing with uncertainties that is free from the difficulties. In
[6, 28], Molodtsov pointed out several directions for the applications of soft sets,
such as smoothness of functions, game theory, operations research, Riemann-
integration, Perron integration, probability, theory of measurement and so on.
Maji et al. [29], described the application of soft set theory to a decision making
problem. Maji et al. [30], also studied several operations on the theory of soft
sets. Cagman and Enginoglu [31], introduced fuzzy parameterized (FP) soft sets
and their related properties. They proposed a decision making method based on
FP-soft set theory and provided an example which shows that the method can
be successfully applied to the problems that contain uncertainties. Feng [32],
considered the application of soft rough approximations in multicriteria group
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decision making problems. In fact, in the aspect of algebraic structures, the soft
set theory has been applied to groups [33], semirings [2], ordered semigroups
[35] and hemirings [5, 7] and so on. Feng et al. [3], discussed soft relations in
semigroups. In [12], Naz and Shabir applied soft set theory to semihypergroups.
Farooq et al. [14], applied soft set theory to ordered semihypergroups.
The purpose of this paper is to characterize weakly-regular, intra-regular and
semisimple ordered semihypergroups by the properties of their int-soft hyper-
ideals. We have shown that an ordered semihypergroup is left weakly-regular if
and only if every int-soft left hyperideal of S is idempotent and S is semisimple
if and only if every int-soft two-sided hyperideal of S is idempotent.
2. Preliminaries
By an ordered semihypergroup we mean a structure (S,◦,≤) in which the fol-
lowing conditions are satisfied:
(OS1) (S,◦) is a semihypergroup.
(OS2) (S,≤) is a poset.
(OS3) (∀a,b,x ∈ S) a≤ b implies x◦a≤ x◦b and a◦ x≤ b◦ x.
For A⊆ S,we denote (A] := {t ∈ S : t ≤ h for some h ∈ A}.
For A,B⊆ S, we have A◦B :=⋃{a◦b : a ∈ A, b ∈ B}.
A nonempty subset A of an ordered semihypergroup S is called a subsemi-
hypergroup of S if A2 ⊆ A.
A nonempty subset A of S is called a left (resp. right) hyperideal of S if it
satisfies the following conditions:
(i) S◦A⊆ A (resp. A◦S⊆ A).
(ii) If a ∈ A,b ∈ S and b≤ a, then b ∈ A.
By a two sided hyperideal or simply a hyperideal of S we mean a nonempty
subset of S which is both a left hyperideal and a right hyperideal of S.
A subsemihypergroup A of S is called an interior hyperideal of S if it satisfies
the following conditions:
(i) S◦A◦S⊆ A.
(ii) If a ∈ A,b ∈ S and b≤ a, then b ∈ A.
A nonempty subset B of an ordered semihypergroup S is called a bi-hyper-
ideal of S if it satisfies the following conditions:
(i) B◦S◦B⊆ B.
(ii) If a ∈ B,b ∈ S and b≤ a, then b ∈ B.
A nonempty subset Q of an ordered semihypergroup S is called a quasi-
hyperideal of S if it satisfies the following conditions:
(i) (Q◦S]∩ (S◦Q]⊆ Q.
(ii) If a ∈ Q,b ∈ S and b≤ a, then b ∈ Q.
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We denote by R(a) (resp. L(a) , I (a) , I (a), B(a) and Q(a)) the right (resp.
left, two-sided, interior, bi- and quasi- ) hyperideal of S generated by a (a ∈ S) .
We obtain
R(a) = (a∪a◦S] ,
L(a) = (a∪S◦a] ,
I (a) = (a∪a◦S∪S◦a∪S◦a◦S] ,
I (a) = (a∪a2∪S◦a◦S] ,
B(a) =
(
a∪a2∪a◦S◦a] ,
Q(a) = (a∪ (a◦S∩S◦a)] .
An ordered semihypergroup (S,◦,≤) is called regular if for every a∈ S there
exists x ∈ S such that a ≤ a ◦ x ◦ a. Equivalent Definitions: (1) A ⊆ (A ◦ S ◦A]
∀A⊆ S. (2) a ∈ (a◦S◦a] ∀a ∈ S.
An ordered semihypergroup S is called intra-regular if for every a ∈ S, there
exist x,y ∈ S such that a≤ x◦a2 ◦ y. Equivalent Definitions: (1) A⊆ (S◦A2 ◦S]
∀A⊆ S. (2) a ∈ (S◦a2 ◦S] ∀a ∈ S.
An ordered semihypergroup S is called left (resp. right) weakly-regular if
for every a∈ S there exist x,y∈ S such that a≤ x◦a◦y◦a (resp. a≤ a◦x◦a◦y).
Equivalent Definitions: a ∈
(
(S◦a)2
] (
resp. a ∈
(
(a◦S)2
])
∀a ∈ S. (2) A ⊆(
(S◦A)2
]
(resp. A⊆
(
(A◦S)2
]
∀A⊆ S.
If S is left weakly-reguar and right-weakly regular then it is called weakly-
regular. Thus, if S is commutative and weakly-regular, then S is regular.
An ordered semigroup S is called semisimple if for every a ∈ S, there ex-
ist x,y,z ∈ S such that a ≤ x ◦ a ◦ y ◦ a ◦ z. Equivalent Definitions: (1) a ∈
(S◦a◦S◦a◦S] ∀a ∈ S. (2) A⊆ (S◦A◦S◦A◦S] ∀A⊆ S.
For subsets A and B of an ordered semihypergroup S we obtain
A⊆ (A] and if A⊆ B, then (A]⊆ (B], (A]◦ (B]⊆ (A◦B], ((A]] = (A].
For the sake of simplicity throughout this paper, we denote an = a◦ ...◦a︸ ︷︷ ︸
n-copies
.
2.1. Basic concepts of soft sets
In [34], Sezgin and Atagun introduced some new operations on soft set theory.
They defined soft sets in the following manner.
In what follows, we take E = S as the set of parameters, which is an ordered
semihypergroup, unless otherwise specified.
From now on, U is an initial universe set, E is a set of parameters, P(U) is the
power set of U and A,B,C...⊆ E.
Definition 2.1. (see [34]). A soft set fA over U is defined as fA : E −→ P(U)
such that fA(x) = /0 if x /∈ A. Hence, fA is also called an approximation function.
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A soft set fA over U can be represented by the set of ordered pairs
fA = {(x, fA(x))|x ∈ E, fA(x) ∈ P(U)} .
It is clear that a soft set is a parameterized family of subsets of U . Note that the
set of all soft sets over U will be denoted by S(U).
Definition 2.2. (see [34]). Let fA, fB ∈ S(U). Then, fA is called a soft subset of
fB, denoted by fA⊆˜ fB if fA(x)⊆ fB(x) for all x ∈ E. Two soft sets fA and fB are
said to be equal soft sets if fA⊆˜ fB and fB⊆˜ fA and is denoted by fA=˜ fB.
Definition 2.3. (see [34]). Let fA, fB ∈ S(U). Then, the soft union of fA and
fB, denoted by fA∪˜ fB = fA∪B, is defined by
(
fA∪˜ fB
)
(x) = fA(x)∪ fB(x) for all
x ∈ E.
Definition 2.4. (see [34]). Let fA, fB ∈ S(U). Then, the soft intersection of fA
and fB, denoted by fA∩˜ fB = fA∩B, is defined by
(
fA∩˜ fB
)
(x) = fA(x)∩ fB(x) for
all x ∈ E.
For x ∈ S, we define
Ax = {(y,z) ∈ S×S | x≤ y◦ z}.
Definition 2.5. (see [9]). Let fA and gB be two soft sets of an ordered semi-
hypergroup S over U . Then, the int-soft product, denoted by fA∗˜gB, is defined
by
fA∗˜gB : S−→ P(U),x 7−→ ( fA∗˜gB)(x) =
{ ⋃
(y,z)∈Ax
{ fA(y)∩gB(z)} , if Ax 6= /0,
/0, if Ax = /0,
for all x ∈ S.
For a nonempty subset A of S the characteristic soft set is defined to be the
soft set SA of A over U in which SA is given by
SA : S 7−→ P(U). x 7−→
{
U, if x ∈ A
/0, otherwise
For an ordered semihypergroup S, the soft set “SS” of S over U is defined
as follows:
SS : S−→ P(U),x 7−→ SS(x) =U for all x ∈ S.
The soft set ”SS” of an ordered semihypergroup S over U is called the whole
soft set of S over U.
Definition 2.6. (see [9]). A soft set fA of an ordered semihypergroup S over U
is called an int-soft subsemihypergroup of S over U if:
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(∀x,y ∈ S) ⋂
α∈x◦y
fA(α)⊇ fA(x)∩ fA(y).
Definition 2.7. (see [9]). Let fA be a soft set of S over U. Then, fA is called
an int-soft left (resp. right) hyperideal of S over U if it satisfies the following
conditions:
(1) (∀x,y ∈ S) ⋂
α∈x◦y
fA(α)⊇ fA(y) (resp. ⋂
α∈x◦y
fA(α)⊇ fA(x)).
(2) (∀x,y ∈ S) x≤ y =⇒ fA(x)⊇ fA(y).
A soft set fA of an ordered semihypergroup S over U is called an int-soft hy-
perideal (or int-soft two-sided hyperideal) if it is both an int-soft left hyperideal
and an int-soft right hyperideal of S over U.
Definition 2.8. (see [10]). An int-soft subsemihypergroup fA of an ordered
semihypergroup S over U is called an int-soft interior hyperideal of S over U if
it satisfies the following conditions:
(1) (∀x,y,a ∈ S) ⋂
α∈x◦a◦y
fA(α)⊇ fA(a).
(2) (∀x,y ∈ S) x≤ y =⇒ fA(x)⊇ fA(y).
Definition 2.9. (see [11]). An int-soft subsemihypergroup fA of an ordered
semihypergroup S over U is called an int-soft bi-hyperideal of S over U if it
satisfies the following conditions:
(1) (∀x,y,z ∈ S) ⋂
α∈x◦y◦z
fA(α)⊇ fA(x)∩ fA(z).
(2) (∀x,y ∈ S) x≤ y =⇒ fA(x)⊇ fA(y).
Definition 2.10. (see [13]). A soft set fA of an ordered semihypergroup S over
U is called an int-soft quasi-hyperideal of S over U if it satisfies the following
conditions:
(1) ( fA∗˜SS) ∩˜(SS ∗˜ fA)⊆˜ fA.
(2) (∀x,y ∈ S) x≤ y =⇒ fA(x)⊇ fA(y).
Definition 2.11. (see [11]). A soft set fA of an ordered semihypergroup S over
U is called idempotent if
fA∗˜ fA = fA.
Proposition 2.12. (see [9]). Let S be an ordered semihypergroup. Let SA and
SB be soft sets of S over U where A and B are nonempty subsets of S. Then,
SA∗˜SB = S(A◦B].
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Lemma 2.13. (see [10, 14]). Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup. A
nonempty subset A of S is a left (resp. right, interior) hyperideal of S if and only
if the characteristic function SA of A is an int-soft left (resp. right, interior)
hyperideal of S over U.
Lemma 2.14. (see [13, 14]). Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup. A
nonempty subset A of S is a quasi-(resp. bi-) hyperideal of S if and only if the
characteristic function SA of A is an int-soft quasi- (resp. bi-) hyperideal of S
over U.
Proposition 2.15. (see [10]). Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup and
fA be an int-soft hyperideal of S over U. Then, fA is an int-soft interior hyper-
ideal of S over U.
Proposition 2.16. (see [9]). Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup, fA an
int-soft right hyperideal and gB an int-soft left hyperideal of S over U. Then,
fA∗˜gB⊆˜ fA∩˜gB.
Proposition 2.17. (see [9]). Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup, fA
an int-soft left (resp. right) hyperideal of S over U. Then, SS ∗˜ fA⊆˜ fA (resp.
fA∗˜SS⊆˜ fA).
Proposition 2.18. (see [9]). Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup, fA an
int-soft left (resp. right) hyperideal of S over U. Then,
fA∗˜ fA⊆˜ fA.
Corollary 2.19. Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup, fA an int-soft hy-
perideal of S over U. Then,
fA∗˜ fA⊆˜ fA.
Proposition 2.20. (see [13]). Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup.
Then, every one sided hyperideal is a quasi-hyperideal.
Proposition 2.21. (see [13]).Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup. Then,
every one sided int-soft hyperideal is an int-soft quasi-hyperideal S over U.
3. Characterizations of weakly-regular ordered semihypergroups in
terms of int-soft hyperideals
Lemma 3.1. Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup. Then, the following
are equivalent:
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(1) S is left (resp. right) weakly-regular.
(2)
(
L2
]
= L (resp.
(
R2
]
= R) for every left hyperideal L, (resp. right hy-
perideal R) of S.
(3)
(
L(a)2
]
= L(a)
(
resp.
(
R(a)2
]
= R(a)
)
for every a ∈ S.
Proof. (1) =⇒ (2) . Let L be a left hyperideal of a weakly-regular ordered semi-
hypergroup S. Then,
(
L2
] ⊆ (S◦L] ⊆ (L] = L. For the reverse inclusion let
a ∈ L. Since S is left weakly-regular, it follows that there exist x,y ∈ S such
that a≤ x◦a◦ y◦a⊆ (S◦L)◦ (S◦L)⊆ L◦L⊆ (L2] . Thus, (L2]= L.
(2) =⇒ (3) . Obvious.
(3) =⇒ (1) . Suppose that a ∈ S. Then,
a ∈ L(a) =
(
L(a)2
]
= ((a∪S◦a]◦ (a∪S◦a]]
⊆ (((a∪S◦a)◦ (a∪S◦a)]]
= ((a∪S◦a)◦ (a∪S◦a)]
=
(
a2∪a◦S◦a∪S◦a2∪S◦a◦S◦a] .
Then, a ≤ a2 or a ≤ a ◦ x ◦ a or a ≤ x ◦ a2 or a ≤ x ◦ a ◦ y ◦ a for some x,y ∈ S.
If a ≤ a2 then a ≤ a2 = a ◦ a ≤ a2 ◦ a2 = a ◦ a ◦ a ◦ a. If a ≤ x ◦ a2 then a ≤
x◦a2 = x◦a◦a≤ x◦a◦ x◦a2 = x◦a◦ (x◦a)◦a = x◦a◦ y◦a where y ∈ x◦a.
If a≤ a◦x◦a then a≤ a◦x◦a≤ (a◦ x)◦a◦x◦a = y◦a◦x◦a where y ∈ a◦x.
Thus, S is left weakly-regular.
Proposition 3.2. Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup. Let fA be a soft
set of S over U. Then, SS ∗˜ fA ( resp. fA∗˜SS) is an int-soft left (resp. right)
hyperideal of S over U.
Proof. Straightforward.
Corollary 3.3. Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup with identity element
1. Let fA be a soft set of S over U. Then, SS ∗˜ fA ( resp. fA∗˜SS) is the smallest
int-soft left (resp. right) hyperideal of S over U containing fA.
Proof. By Proposition 3.2, SS ∗˜ fA is an int-soft left hyperideal of S over U. If
x ∈ S, then (1,x) ∈ Ax.
(SS ∗˜ fA)(x) =
⋃
(a,b)∈Ax
{SS (a)∩ fA (b)}
⊇ {SS (1)∩ fA (x)}
= U ∩ fA (x)
= fA (x) .
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Hence, fA⊆˜SS ∗˜ fA. Let gB be an int-soft left hyperideal of S over U such that
fA⊆˜gB. Then, SS ∗˜ fA⊆˜SS ∗˜gB = gB by Proposition 3.2. Hence, SS ∗˜ fA is the
smallest int-soft left hyperideal of S over U containing fA.
Theorem 3.4. An ordered semihypergroup S is left weakly-regular if and only
if for every int-soft left hyperideal fA of S over U, we have
fA∗˜ fA = fA.
Proof. Let S be a left weakly-regular ordered semihypergroup, fA be an int-soft
left hyperideal of S over U and a ∈ S. Then,
( fA∗˜ fA)(a) = fA (a) .
Since S is left weakly-regular, it follows that there exist x,y ∈ S such that a ≤
(x◦a) ◦ (y◦a) . So there exist u ∈ x ◦ a and v ∈ y ◦ a such that a ≤ u ◦ v. Then,
(u,v) ∈ Aa. Since Aa 6= /0, it follows that
( fA∗˜ fA)(a) =
⋃
(p,q)∈Aa
{ fA (p)∩ fA (q)}
⊇ { fA (u)∩ fA (v)} .
Since fA is an int-soft left hyperideal of S over U, it follows that⋂
u∈x◦a
fA (u)⊇ fA (a) and ⋂
v∈y◦a
fA (v)⊇ fA (a) .
Hence, fA (u)⊇ fA (a) and fA (v)⊇ fA (a) . Thus,
( fA∗˜ fA)(a) ⊇ { fA (u)∩ fA (v)}
⊇ { fA (a)∩ fA (a)}
= fA (a) .
Thus, fA⊆˜ fA∗˜ fA. For the reverse inclusion, since fA is an int-soft left hyperideal
of S over U, so by Proposition 2.18, it follows that fA∗˜ fA⊆˜ fA. Thus, fA∗˜ fA = fA.
Conversely, assume that fA∗˜ fA = fA for every int-soft left hyperideal fA of
S over U. Then, S is left weakly-regular. In fact, it is enough to prove that
L(a) =
(
L(a)2
]
for all a ∈ S.
Let a ∈ S and b ∈ L(a) . Then, b ∈
(
L(a)2
]
. Indeed, L(a) is left hyperideal of
S generated by a. Then, SL(a) is an int-soft left hyperideal of S over U. Then, by
hypothesis (SL(a)∗˜SL(a))(b) = SL(a) (b) .
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Since b ∈ L(a) , it follows that SL(a) (b) =U. This implies that(SL(a)∗˜SL(a))(b) =U.
But by Proposition 2.12, we obtain SL(a)∗˜SL(a) = S(L(a)2]. Thus,
S(L(a)2] (b) =U =⇒ b ∈
(
L(a)2
]
.
Therefore, L(a) ⊆
(
L(a)2
]
. On the other hand,
(
L(a)2
]
⊆ L(a) always true.
Thus, L(a) =
(
L(a)2
]
.
Similarly, we can prove the following theorem.
Theorem 3.5. An ordered semihypergroup S is right weakly-regular if and only
if for every int-soft right hyperideal fA of S over U, we obtain
fA∗˜ fA = fA.
Lemma 3.6. Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup. Then, the following
are equivalent:
(1) S is weakly-regular.
(2) Q = (Q◦S]2∩ (S◦Q]2 for every quasi-hyperideal Q of S.
Proof. (1) =⇒ (2) . Let S be a weakly-regular ordered semihypergroup and Q
a quasi-hyperideal of S. Then, the left hyperideal (S◦Q] and right hyperideal
(Q◦S] are idempotents, by Lemma 3.1. Thus, we obtain
(Q◦S]2∩ (S◦Q]2 = (Q◦S]∩ (S◦Q]⊆ Q.
For the reverse inclusion, let a∈Q. Since S is left weakly-regular, it follows
that there exist x,y ∈ S such that a ≤ x ◦a◦ y◦a ⊆ (S◦Q)◦ (S◦Q) ⊆ (S◦Q]2 .
Similarly, we can prove that a ∈ (Q◦S]2 . Thus, a ∈ (Q◦S]2∩ (S◦Q]2 . There-
fore, Q⊆ (Q◦S]2∩ (S◦Q]2 . Hence, Q = (Q◦S]2∩ (S◦Q]2 .
(2)=⇒ (1) . Let R be any right hyperideal of S. Then, R is a quasi-hyperideal
of S by Proposition 2.20. By (2) we obtain ,
R = (R◦S]2∩ (S◦R]2 ⊆ (R◦S]2 ⊆ (R]2 ⊆ (R2]⊆ (R] = R.
Thus,
(
R2
]
= R, and so S is right weakly-regular ordered semihypergroup. On
the same way we can prove that S is left weakly-regular.
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Theorem 3.7. An ordered semihypergroup S is weakly-regular if and only if for
every int-soft quasi-hyperideal fA of S over U, we obtain
fA = ( fA∗˜SS)2 ∩˜(SS ∗˜ fA)2 .
Proof. Let S be a weakly-regular ordered semihypergroup, fA an int-soft quasi-
hyperideal of S over U. Since fA is an int-soft quasi-hyperideal of S over U, so
by Proposition 3.2, fA∗˜SS is an int-soft right hyperideal and SS ∗˜ fA is an int-soft
left hyperideal of S over U. Since S is weakly-regular, by Theorems 3.4 and 3.5,
we have SS ∗˜ fA and fA∗˜SS are idempotents. Hence,
( fA∗˜SS)2 ∩˜(SS ∗˜ fA)2 = ( fA∗˜SS) ∩˜(SS ∗˜ fA)⊆˜ fA
(since fA is an int-soft quasi-hyperideal).
In order to prove the reverse inclusion, let a ∈ S. Since S is right weakly-
regular, it follows that there exist x,y ∈ S such that a ≤ (a◦ x) ◦ (a◦ y) . Then,
there exist α ∈ a◦x and β ∈ a◦y such that a≤ α ◦β . Hence, (α,β )∈ Aa. Since
Aa 6= /0, it follows that
( fA∗˜SS)2 (a) =
⋃
(p,q)∈Aa
{( fA∗˜SS)(p)∩ ( fA∗˜SS)(q)}
⊇ {( fA∗˜SS)(α)∩ ( fA∗˜SS)(β )}
=
 ⋃
(u,v)∈Aα
{ fA (u)∩SS (v)}
∩
 ⋃
(u,v)∈Aβ
{ fA (u)∩SS (v)}

⊇ { fA (a)∩SS (x)}∩{ fA (a)∩SS (y)}
= { fA (a)∩U}∩{ fA (a)∩U}
= fA (a)∩ fA (a) = fA (a) .
Thus, we obtain fA⊆˜( fA∗˜SS)2 . Similarly, we can show that fA⊆˜(SS ∗˜ fA)2 .
Thus, fA⊆˜( fA∗˜SS)2 ∩˜(SS ∗˜ fA)2 . Hence,
fA = ( fA∗˜SS)2 ∩˜(SS ∗˜ fA)2 .
Conversely, assume that, fA is an int-soft right hyperideal of S over U. By
Proposition 2.21, fA is an int-soft quasi-hyperideal of S over U. By assumption
and Proposition 2.17, we obtain
fA = ( fA∗˜SS)2 ∩˜(SS ∗˜ fA)2 ⊆˜( fA∗˜SS)2 ⊆˜ fA∗˜ fA⊆˜ fA.
Hence, fA∗˜ fA = fA. Thus by Theorem 3.5, S is right weakly-regular. By the
same way we can prove that S is left weakly-regular.
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4. Characterizations of intra-regular and left weakly-regular ordered
semihypergroups in terms of int-soft hyperideals
In this paragraph we characterize intra-regular and left weakly-regular ordered
semihypergroups in terms of their int-soft left (resp. right, quasi- and bi-) hy-
perideals
Lemma 4.1. Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup with identity element
1. Then, the following are equivalent:
(1) S is both intra-regular and left weakly-regular.
(2) L∩R∩Q ⊆ (L◦R◦Q] for every quasi-hyperideal Q, every left hyper-
ideal L and every right hyperideal R of S.
(3) L(a)∩R(a)∩Q(a)⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)◦Q(a)] for every a ∈ S.
Proof. (1) =⇒ (2) . Let S be both an intra-regular and left weakly-regular or-
dered semihypergroup. Then, for every left hyperideal L, right hyperideal R and
quasi-hyperideal Q of S, we have
L∩R∩Q⊆ (L◦R◦Q] .
In fact, if a ∈ L∩R∩Q, then a ∈ L, a ∈ R and a ∈ Q. Since S is intra-regular, it
follows that there exist x,y ∈ S such that a≤ x◦a2 ◦y and since S is left weakly-
regular, it follows that there exist u,v ∈ S such that a≤ u◦a◦ v◦a. Hence,
a ≤ u◦a◦ v◦a≤ u◦ (x◦a◦a◦ y)◦ v◦a
= ((u◦ x)◦a)◦ ((a◦ y◦ v)◦a)
⊆ (S◦L)◦ (R◦S)◦Q
⊆ (L◦R◦Q)
⊆ (L◦R◦Q] .
(2) =⇒ (3) . If a ∈ S, then L(a) the left hyperideal, R(a) right hyperideal
and Q(a) quasi-hyperideal of S generated by a respectively. By (2) we have
L(a)∩R(a)∩Q(a)⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)◦Q(a)] .
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(3) =⇒ (1) . Suppose that a ∈ S. Then,
a ∈ L(a)∩R(a)∩Q(a)
⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)◦Q(a)]
⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)◦S]
⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)]
= ((S◦a]◦ (a◦S]]
= (((S◦a)◦ (a◦S)]]
= ((S◦a)◦ (a◦S)]
=
(
S◦a2 ◦S] .
Thus, S is intra-regular ordered semihypergroup. Again, we have
a ∈ L(a)∩R(a)∩Q(a)
⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)◦Q(a)]
= ((S◦a]◦ (a◦S]◦ (S◦a∩a◦S]]
⊆ ((S◦a)◦ (a◦S)◦ (S◦a∩a◦S]]
= ((S◦a)◦ (a◦S)◦ (S◦a∩a◦S)]
=
((
S◦a2 ◦S)◦ (S◦a∩a◦S)]
=
(
S◦a2 ◦S2 ◦a∩S◦a2 ◦S◦a◦S]
⊆ (S◦a◦S◦a∩S◦a◦S◦a◦S]
⊆ (S◦a◦S◦a] .
Thus, S is left-weakly regular.
Theorem 4.2. An ordered semihypergroup S with identity element 1, is both
intra-regular and left weakly-regular if and only if for every int-soft left hyper-
ideal fA, every int-soft right hyperideal gB and every int-soft quasi-hyperideal
hC of S over U, we have
fA∩˜gB∩˜hC⊆˜ fA∗˜gB∗˜hC.
Proof. Let S be both intra-regular and left weakly-regular ordered semihyper-
group. Let fA be an int-soft left hyperideal, gB an int-soft right hyperideal and
hC an int-soft quasi-hyperideal of S over U. Then, for each a ∈ S, we obtain(
fA∩˜gB∩˜hC
)
(a)⊆˜( fA∗˜gB∗˜hC)(a) .
Since S is intra-regular, it follows that there exist x,y ∈ S such that a ≤ x ◦ a2 ◦
y. Since S is left weakly-regular, it follows that there exist u,v ∈ S, such that
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a ≤ u ◦ a ◦ v ◦ a. Then, a ≤ u ◦ a ◦ v ◦ a ≤ u ◦ (x◦a2 ◦ y) ◦ v ◦ a = ((u◦ x)◦a) ◦
(a◦ (y◦ v)◦a) . So there exist α ∈ (u◦ x) ◦ a and β ∈ a ◦ (y◦ v) ◦ a such that
a≤ α ◦β . Then, (α,β ) ∈ Aa. Since Aa 6= /0, it follows that
( fA∗˜gB∗˜hC)(a) =
⋃
(p,q)∈Aa
{ fA (p)∩ (gB∗˜hC)(q)}
⊇ { fA (α)∩ (gB∗˜hC)(β )}
=
 fA (α)∩ ⋃
(p1,q1)∈Aβ
(gB (p1)∩hC (q1))

⊇ fA (α)∩gB (γ)∩hC (a) .
Since β ∈ a◦ (y◦ v)◦a = (a◦ y◦ v)◦a, it follows that there exists γ ∈ (a◦ y◦ v)
such that β ≤ γ ◦ a. Since fA is an int-soft left hyperideal and gB is an int-soft
right hyperideal of S over U, then
⋂
α∈(u◦x)◦a
fA (α)⊇ fA (a) and ⋂
γ∈a◦(y◦v)
gB (γ)⊇
gB (a) . Hence, fA (α)⊇ fA (a) and gB (γ)⊇ gB (a) . Thus, we obtain ,
( fA∗˜gB∗˜hC)(a) ⊇ fA (α)∩gB (γ)∩hC (a)
⊇ fA (a)∩gB (a)∩hC (a)
=
(
fA∩˜gB∩˜hC
)
(a) .
Conversely, assume that fA∩˜gB∩˜hC⊆˜ fA∗˜gB∗˜hC for every int-soft left hyper-
ideal fA, every int-soft right hyperideal gB and every int-soft quasi-hyperideal
hC of S over U. Then, S is both intra-regular and left weakly-regular. In fact, by
Lemma 4.1, it is enough to prove that
L(a)∩R(a)∩Q(a)⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)◦Q(a)] for all a ∈ S.
Let a ∈ S, b ∈ L(a)∩R(a)∩Q(a) . Then, b ∈ (L(a)◦R(a)◦Q(a)] . Indeed,
L(a) is a left hyperideal, R(a) a right hyperideal and Q(a) a quasi-hyperideal
of S generated by a respectively. Then by Lemma 2.13, SL(a) is an int-soft left
hyperideal, SR(a) an int-soft right hyperideal and by Lemma 2.14, SQ(a) an int-
soft quasi-hyperideal of S over U. Then by hypothesis,(SL(a)∩˜SR(a)∩˜SQ(a))(b)⊆˜(SL(a)∗˜SR(a)∗˜SQ(a))(b) .
Since
(SL(a)∩˜SR(a)∩˜SQ(a))(b) = {SL(a) (b)∩SR(a) (b)∩SQ(a) (b)} , it follows
that {SL(a) (b)∩SR(a) (b)∩SQ(a) (b)}⊆ (SL(a)∗˜SR(a)∗˜SQ(a))(b) .
Since b∈ L(a) , b∈R(a) and b∈Q(a) , it follows that SL(a) (b)=U, SR(a) (b)=
U and SQ(a) (b) = U. Thus, we obtain
{SL(a) (b)∩SR(a) (b)∩SQ(a) (b)} = U
and so (SL(a)∗˜SR(a)∗˜SQ(a))(b) =U.
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But from Proposition 2.12, it follows that
SL(a)∗˜SR(a)∗˜SQ(a) = S(L(a)◦R(a)◦Q(a)].
Thus, S(L(a)◦R(a)◦Q(a)] (b) =U implies that b ∈ (L(a)◦R(a)◦Q(a)] . Therefore
by Lemma 4.1, it follows that S is both intra-regular and left weakly-regular.
Lemma 4.3. Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup with identity element
1. Then, the following are equivalent:
(1) S is both intra-regular and left weakly-regular.
(2) L∩R∩B⊆ (L◦R◦B] for every left hyperideal L, every right hyperideal
R and every bi-hyperideal B of S.
(3) L(a)∩R(a)∩B(a)⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)◦B(a)] for every a ∈ S.
Proof. (1) =⇒ (2) . Let S be both intra-regular and left weakly-regular ordered
semihypergroup. Then, L∩R∩B⊆ (L◦R◦B] for every left hyperideal L, right
hyperideal R and bi-hyperideal B of S. In fact, if a ∈ L∩R∩B, then a ∈ L, a ∈ R
and a ∈ B. Since S is intra-regular, it follows that there exist x,y ∈ S such that
a ≤ x ◦ a2 ◦ y and since S is left weakly-regular, there exist u,v ∈ S such that
a≤ u◦a◦ v◦a. Hence,
a ≤ u◦a◦ v◦a≤ u◦ (x◦a◦a◦ y)◦ v◦a
= ((u◦ x)◦a)◦ (a◦ (y◦ v)◦a)⊆ (S◦L)◦ (R◦S)◦B
⊆ (L◦R◦B)⊆ (L◦R◦B] .
(2) =⇒ (3) . Obvious.
(3) =⇒ (1) . Suppose that a ∈ S. Then,
a ∈ L(a)∩R(a)∩B(a)
⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)◦B(a)]
⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)◦S]
⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)]
= ((S◦a]◦ (a◦S]]
= ((S◦a)◦ (a◦S)]
=
(
S◦a2 ◦S] .
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Then, S is intra-regular ordered semihypergroup. Also, we have
a ∈ L(a)∩R(a)∩B(a)
⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)◦B(a)]
= ((S◦a]◦ (a◦S]◦ (a◦S◦a]]
= (((S◦a)◦ (a◦S)◦ (a◦S◦a)]]
= ((S◦a)◦ (a◦S)◦ (a◦S◦a)]
=
((
S◦a2 ◦S)◦ (a◦S◦a)]
⊆ (S◦a2 ◦S◦a◦S◦a]
⊆ (S◦a◦S◦a] .
Hence, S is left weakly-regular.
Theorem 4.4. An ordered semihypergroup S is both intra-regular and left weak-
ly-regular if and only if for every int-soft left hyperideal fA, every int-soft right
hyperideal gB and every int-soft bi-hyperideal hC of S over U, we have
fA∩˜gB∩˜hC⊆˜ fA∗˜gB∗˜hC.
Proof. Let S be both intra-regular and left weakly-regular ordered semihyper-
group. Let fA be an int-soft left hyperideal, gB an int-soft right hyperideal and
hC an int-soft bi-hyperideal of S over U. Then, for each a ∈ S, we obtain(
fA∩˜gB∩˜hC
)
(a)⊆˜( fA∗˜gB∗˜hC)(a) .
Since S is intra-regular, it follows that there exist x,y ∈ S such that a≤ x◦a2 ◦y.
Since S is left weakly-regular, it follows that there exist u,v ∈ S, such that a ≤
u◦a◦ v◦a. Then,
a≤ u◦a◦ v◦a≤ u◦ (x◦a2 ◦ y)◦ v◦a = ((u◦ x)◦a)◦ (a◦ (y◦ v)◦a) .
So there exist α ∈ (u◦ x) ◦ a and β ∈ a ◦ (y◦ v) ◦ a such that a ≤ α ◦β . Then,
(α,β ) ∈ Aa. Since Aa 6= /0, it follows that
( fA∗˜gB∗˜hC)(a) =
⋃
(p,q)∈Aa
{ fA (p)∩ (gB∗˜hC)(q)}
⊇ { fA (α)∩ (gB∗˜hC)(β )}
=
 fA (α)∩ ⋃
(p1,q1)∈Aβ
(gB (p1)∩hC (q1))

⊇ fA (α)∩gB (γ)∩hC (a) .
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Since β ∈ a ◦ (y◦ v) ◦ a = (a◦ y◦ v) ◦ a, it follows that there exists γ ∈ a ◦
y ◦ v such that β ≤ γ ◦ a. Since fA is an int-soft left hyperideal and gB is an
int-soft right hyperideal of S over U, we have
⋂
α∈(u◦x)◦a
fA (α) ⊇ fA (a) and⋂
γ∈a◦(y◦v)
gB (γ)⊇ gB (a) . Hence, fA (α)⊇ fA (a) and gB (γ)⊇ gB (a) . Thus,
( fA∗˜gB∗˜hC)(a) ⊇ fA (α)∩gB (γ)∩hC (a)
⊇ fA (a)∩gB (a)∩hC (a)
=
(
fA∩˜gB∩˜hC
)
(a) .
Conversely, assume that fA∩˜gB∩˜hC⊆˜ fA∗˜gB∗˜hCfor every int-soft left hyper-
ideal fA, every int-soft right hyperideal gB and every int-soft bi-hyperideal hC
of S over U. Then S is both intra-regular and left weakly-regular. In fact, by
Lemma 4.3, it is enough to prove that
L(a)∩R(a)∩B(a)⊆ (L(a)◦R(a)◦B(a)] for all a ∈ S.
Let a ∈ S, b ∈ L(a)∩R(a)∩B(a) . Clearly, b ∈ (L(a)◦R(a)◦B(a)] . Since
L(a) is a left hyperideal, R(a) a right hyperideal and B(a) a bi-hyperideal of S
generated by a respectively, by Lemma 2.13, we have that SL(a) is an int-soft
left hyperideal, SR(a) an int-soft right hyperideal and by Lemma 2.14, SB(a) an
int-soft bi-hyperideal of S over U. Hence by hypothesis,(SL(a)∩˜SR(a)∩˜SB(a))(b)⊆˜(SL(a)∗˜SR(a)∗˜SB(a))(b) .
Since (SL(a)∩˜SR(a)∩˜SB(a))(b) = {SL(a) (b)∩SR(a) (b)∩SB(a) (b)} ,
we obtain{SL(a) (b)∩SR(a) (b)∩SB(a) (b)}⊆ (SL(a)∗˜SR(a)∗˜SB(a))(b) .
Since b ∈ L(a) , b ∈ R(a) and b ∈ B(a) , hence SL(a) (b) =U, SR(a) (b) =U and
SB(a) (b) =U, thus we obtain
{SL(a) (b)∩SR(a) (b)∩SB(a) (b)}=U and so(SL(a)∗˜SR(a)∗˜SB(a))(b) =U.
From Proposition 2.12, it follows that
SL(a)∗˜SR(a)∗˜SB(a) = S(L(a)◦R(a)◦B(a)].
Thus, S(L(a)◦R(a)◦B(a)] (b) =U implies that b ∈ (L(a)◦R(a)◦B(a)] . Therefore
by Lemma 4.3, it follows that S is both intra-regular and left weakly-regular.
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5. Characterizations of semisimple ordered semihypergroups in terms of
int-soft hyperideals
In this paragraph, we prove that an ordered semihypergroup S is semisimple
if and only if for every int-soft two-sided hyperideal fA of S over U , we have,
fA∗˜ fA = fA. We prove that in semisimple ordered semihypergroups the concepts
of int-soft hyperideals and int-soft interior hyperideals coincide.
Proposition 5.1. Let (S,◦,≤) be a semisimple ordered semihypergroup, fA be
an int-soft interior hyperideal of S over U. Then, fA an int-soft two-sided hy-
perideal of S over U.
Proof. Let fA be an int-soft interior hyperideal of S over U. Let a,b ∈ S. Since
S is semisimple, it follows that there exist x,y,z ∈ S such that a≤ x◦a◦y◦a◦ z.
Thus, a◦b≤ x◦a◦y◦a◦z◦b=(x◦a◦ y)◦a◦(z◦b) . Then, there exist α ∈ a◦b,
β ∈ x ◦a◦ y, γ ∈ z◦b and δ ∈ β ◦a◦ γ such that α ≤ δ . Since fA is an int-soft
interior hyperideal of S over U, it follows that fA (α)⊇ fA (δ )⊇ ⋂
δ∈β◦a◦γ
fA (δ )⊇
fA (a) . Thus,
⋂
α∈a◦b
fA (α)⊇ fA (a) . Therefore, fA is an int-soft right hyperideal
of S over U. Similarly we can prove that fA is an int-soft left hyperideal of S
over U. Thus, fA is an int-soft hyperideal of S over U.
The following proposition is a special case of Proposition 5.1.
Proposition 5.2. Let (S,◦,≤) be a semisimple ordered semihypergroup, I an
interior hyperideal of S. Then, I is a two-sided hyperideal of S.
Combining Propositions 2.15 and 5.2, we have the following:
Theorem 5.3. In semisimple ordered semihypergroups the concepts of int-soft
hyperideals and int-soft interior hyperideals coincide.
Lemma 5.4. Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup with identity element
1. Then, the following are equivalent:
(1) S is semisimple.
(2) I1∩ I2 = (I1 ◦ I2] for all hyperideals I1, I2 of S.
(3) I =
(
I2
]
for every hyperideal I of S.
(4) I (a) =
(
I (a)2
]
for every a ∈ S.
Proof. (1) =⇒ (2) . Let I1 and I2 be the hyperideals of S, and a∈ I1∩ I2. Clearly,
a∈ I1 and a∈ I2. Since S is semisimple, it follows that there exist x,y,z∈ S such
that a≤ x◦a◦ y◦a◦ z. Thus,
a ∈ (S◦a◦S◦a◦S]⊆ ((S◦ I1)◦ (S◦ I2 ◦S)]⊆ (I1 ◦ I2] .
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On the other hand, (I1 ◦ I2]⊆ I1∩ I2 always true. Thus,
I1∩ I2 = (I1 ◦ I2] .
(2) =⇒ (3) . Take I1 = I2 = I then I = I1∩ I2 = (I1 ◦ I2] =
(
I2
]
.
(3) =⇒ (4) . Let a ∈ S. Then, I (a) be a two sided hyperideal of S generated
by a. By (2) , we obtain , (
I (a)2
]
= I (a) .
(4) =⇒ (1) . Suppose that a ∈ S. Then,
a ∈ I (a) =
(
I (a)2
]
= ((a∪S◦a∪a◦S∪S◦a◦S]◦ (a∪S◦a∪a◦S∪S◦a◦S]]
= (((S◦a◦S)◦ (S◦a◦S)]]
= ((S◦a◦S)◦ (S◦a◦S)]
⊆ (S◦a◦S◦a◦S] .
Thus, S is a semisimple ordered semihypergroup.
Theorem 5.5. Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup with identity element
1. Then, S is semisimple if and only if for every int-soft two-sided hyperideal fA
of S over U, we obtain ,
fA∗˜ fA = fA.
Proof. Let S be a semisimple ordered semihypergroup, and a ∈ S. Then,
( fA∗˜ fA)(a) = fA (a) .
In fact, since S is semisimple, there exist x,y,z ∈ S such that a≤ (x◦a◦ y)◦
(a◦ z) . Then, for some α ∈ x ◦ a ◦ y and β ∈ a ◦ z, we have a ≤ α ◦ β . Then,
(α,β ) ∈ Aa. Since Aa 6= /0, it follows that
( fA∗˜ fA)(a) =
⋃
(p,q)∈Aa
{ fA (p)∩ fA (q)}
⊇ { fA (α)∩ fA (β )} .
Since fA is an int-soft two-sided hyperideal of S over U, it follows that⋂
α∈x◦a◦y
fA (α) =
⋂
α∈x◦u
u∈a◦y
fA (α)
⊇ fA (u)
⊇ ⋂
u∈a◦y
fA (u)
⊇ fA (a)
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and ⋂
β∈a◦z
fA (β )⊇ fA (a) .
Hence, fA (α)⊇ fA (a) and fA (β )⊇ fA (a) . Thus, we obtain ,
( fA∗˜ fA)(a) ⊇ { fA (α)∩ fA (β )}
⊇ fA (a)∩ fA (a)
= fA (a) .
For the reverse inclusion, since fA is an int-soft hyperideal of S over U, by
Corollary 2.19, it follows that fA∗˜ fA⊆˜ fA. Thus, fA∗˜ fA = fA.
Conversely, assume that fA∗˜ fA = fA for every int-soft two-sided hyperideal
fA of S over U. Then, S is semisimple. In fact: By Lemma 5.4, it is enough to
prove that
I (a) =
(
I (a)2
]
∀a ∈ S.
Let a ∈ S, b ∈ I (a) . By Lemma 2.13, since I (a) is a hyperideal of S generated
by a, then SI(a) is an int-soft hyperideal of S over U. By hypothesis(SI(a)∗˜SI(a))(b) = SI(a) (b) .
Since b ∈ I (a) , it follows that SI(a) (b) =U. Hence, we have(SI(a)∗˜SI(a))(b) =U.
By Proposition 2.12, we have,
SI(a)∗˜SI(a) = S(I(a)2].
Thus, S(I(a)2] (b) =U =⇒ b ∈
(
I (a)2
]
. Consequently, I (a)⊆
(
I (a)2
]
. On the
other hand,
(
I (a)2
]
⊆ I (a) always true. Hence, I (a) =
(
I (a)2
]
. Therefore, S
is semisimple.
Lemma 5.6. Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup with identity element
1. Then, the following are equivalent:
(1) S is semisimple.
(2) R∩ I ⊆ (I ◦R] (resp. L∩ I ⊆ (L◦ I])
for each right hyperideal R (resp. each left hyperideal L) and two-sided hyper-
ideal I of S.
(3) R(a)∩ I (a) ⊆ (I (a)◦R(a)] (resp. L(a)∩ I (a)⊆ (L(a)◦ I (a)]) for ev-
ery a ∈ S.
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Proof. (1) =⇒ (2) . Let S be a semisimple ordered semihypergroup. Let a∈ R∩
I. Clearly, a ∈ R and a ∈ I. Since a ∈ S and S is semisimple, it follows that there
exist x,y,z ∈ S such that a≤ (x◦a◦ y)◦ (a◦ z)⊆ ((S◦ I ◦S)◦ (R◦S)]⊆ (I ◦R] .
(2) =⇒ (3) . Suppose that a ∈ S. Then, R(a) a right hyperideal and I (a) a
two-sided hyperideal of S generated by a, respectively. By (2) we obtain ,
R(a)∩ I (a)⊆ (I (a)◦R(a)] .
(3) =⇒ (1) . Suppose that a ∈ S. Then,
a ∈ R(a)∩ I (a)⊆ (I (a)◦R(a)]
= ((S◦a◦S]◦ (a◦S]]
⊆ (((S◦a◦S)◦ (a◦S)]]
= (S◦a◦S◦a◦S] .
Thus, S is semisimple.
Theorem 5.7. Let (S,◦,≤) be an ordered semihypergroup with identity element
1. Then, S is semisimple if and only if for every int-soft left hyperideal fA and
every int-soft two-sided hyperideal gB of S over U, we obtain ,
fA∩˜gB⊆˜ fA∗˜gB.
Proof. Let S be a semisimple ordered semihypergroup, and a ∈ S. Since S is
semisimple, it follows that there exist x,y,z ∈ S such that a≤ (x◦a)◦ (y◦a◦ z) .
Then, for some α ∈ x◦a and β ∈ y◦a◦ z, we have a ≤ α ◦β and (α,β ) ∈ Aa.
Since Aa 6= /0, it follows that
( fA∗˜gB)(a) =
⋃
(p,q)∈Aa
{ fA (p)∩gB (q)}
⊇ { fA (α)∩ fA (β )} .
Since fA is an int-soft left hyperideal and gB an int-soft two-sided hyperideal
of S over U, we obtain
⋂
α∈x◦a
fA (α)⊇ fA (a) and ⋂
β∈y◦a◦z
gB (β ) =
⋂
β∈y◦u
u∈a◦z
gB (β )⊇
gB (u)⊇ ⋂
u∈a◦z
gB (u)⊇ gB (a) . Hence, fA (α)⊇ fA (a) and gB (β )⊇ gB (a) . Thus,
( fA∗˜gB)(a) ⊇ { fA (α)∩ fA (β )}
⊇ fA (a)∩gB (a)
=
(
fA∩˜gB
)
(a) .
Hence, fA∩˜gB⊆˜ fA∗˜gB.
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Conversely, assume that fA∩˜gB⊆˜ fA∗˜gB for every int-soft left hyperideal fA
and int-soft two-sided hyperideal gB of S over U. Suppose that a ∈ S. Then, S is
semisimple. Indeed, by Lemma 5.6, we show that
R(a)∩ I (a)⊆ (I (a)◦R(a)] ∀a ∈ S.
Let a ∈ S and b ∈ R(a)∩ I (a) . Then, b ∈ (I (a)◦R(a)] . Indeed, L(a) is a left
hyperideal and R(a) a right hyperideal of S generated by a respectively. By
Lemma 2.13, SL(a) is an int-soft left hyperideal and SI(a) is an int-soft two-sided
hyperideal of S over U, and by hypothesis(SL(a)∩˜SI(a))(b)⊆˜(SL(a)∗˜SI(a))(b) .
Since
(SL(a)∩˜SI(a))(b) = (SL(a) (b) ∩˜SI(a) (b)) , we obtain(SL(a) (b) ∩˜SI(a) (b))⊆˜(SL(a)∗˜SI(a))(b) .
Since b ∈ L(a) and b ∈ I (a) , hence SL(a) (b) = U and SI(a) (b) = U, then we
have,
(SL(a) (b) ∩˜SI(a) (b)) = U, and hence (SL(a)∗˜SI(a))(b) = U. But from
Proposition 2.12, it follows that
SL(a)∗˜SI(a) = S(L(a)◦I(a)].
Thus, S(L(a)◦I(a)] (b) =U =⇒ b ∈ (L(a)◦ I (a)] . Thus by Lemma 5.6, it follows
that S is semisimple.
6. Conclusion
We have considered the following items.
1. To characterize weakly regular ordered semihypergroups by means of
int-soft left (right) hyperideals and int-soft quasi-hyperideals.
2. To characterize intra-regular and left weakly-regular ordered semihyper-
groups by means of int-soft left (right) hyperideals, int-soft bi-hyperideals and
quasi-hyperideals.
3. To characterize semisimple ordered semihypergroups by means of int-
soft two-sided hyperideal and int-soft left hyperideals
Work is on going. Some important issues for future work are
1. To develop strategies for obtaining more valuable results.
2. To apply these notions and results for studying related notions in other
soft algebraic structures.
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